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RESPONSE OF GVNW, INC., ON BEHALF OF SEVERAL LEes,
TO AT&T CORP. PEnnON ON RATE OF RETURN

LEe TARD'F mINes

Pursuant to Section 1.773 of the Commission's Rules, C.F.R. § 1.773, and DA 97-

2358, GVNW, Inc., (uGVNW") hereby submits this R.esponae to the AT&T Corp. Petition on

Rate-of-RetUrn LEe TariffFilings1 on behalf of the issuiD& carriers for OVNW

INC./Management TariffF .C.C. No.2 (Transmittal #147). listed in Appendix A, and

Harrisonville Telephone Company (Harrisonville Telephone Company TariffF.C.C. No.2

Transmittal #16) and Union Telephone Company (Union Telephone Company TariffF.C.C.

No.2, Trammittal j65).

INTRODUCTION

In its Petition AT&T requests the Commission to suspend the tarifEs ofthose LEC~

including the GVNW Clients2
, that have failed to provide the supportina doc:umentation

I PetiUOIl ofATAT Cozp., On Rate of'1leIum L£C tariff'Filinp, released Decambcr 23. 1997. C"A:I4l:
Petirignj.
: GVNW maU1mms and fi1. Tariff'Transmjuioas for GVNW INC.lMa:D8pmc:at F.C.C. Tui1fNo.2 OIl bcba1f
of 34 iauiAS n..ECs (GVNW Issuina ClIZ'ricn). In addition, GVNW performs .Mces far tIaIrriaoDvi1le
Telephone Compuy aad Union Tc;lopbooc: Compmy n:lacd fO lbc maiuta_acc.d upcI-tin& of'1:hcir
respective Harrisonville Telephone ColllpaDY TariffF.C.C. NO.2 mel UDiGll Telephone Compmy TariffF.C.C.
No.2. The GVNW Iuuiq Cerricn, Harri50Dvillc Telephone ComptIIlY ad UDicm TclcphCIDC Compmy are
herein and col1c:ctivcly refcm:d 10 as "OVNW Clients."
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required by the Commission.3 In its Petition, AT&T points out in general terms that many

LEes failed to comply with the FCC's directive to provide sufficient infonnation to support

results, including (a) a detailed description of study methods; (b) the source" of data; and, (c)

detailed investment, capital and operating expense, overhead loadings and other costs used in

. the eost-studies.-AT&T stated that ·"ROR UiGe have- failed co comply'With ·this-direetive,

falling into one oftwo categories: (a) those who filed rates without any cost support

whaisoever (AJ'PCIlCtix B) and those which filed~ cost support, albeit iNuffjcient

(Appendix C.)~' The OVNW Clients are included in those companies named in Appendix C

of the AT&T Petjtion.

Pursuant to the Commission's UnixmaJ Scryice Order and Access Refoan Ords;r',

GVNW INC.lManagement tiled modifications to the followina intcrsta1C access tJJriffs on

December 17. 1997: GVNW INCJManagemcnt TariffF.C.C. No.2 ,Transmittal No. 147;

Harrisonville Telephone Company TariffF.C.C. No.2, Transmittal #16; and Union

Telephone Company TariffF.C.C. No.2, Transmittal #65. The tariff transmittals included

description mdjustification but no additional analyses. However, parallel with the filings.

GVNW cooperated with ATitT by responding to AT&T's requests for supporting

documentation with respect to the December 17 tariff transmittals.

J AT&T PaOD at pqe 5.
4 D»id.
, In the MFrq pffsslml-StAtc; Jojm Bovd 90 UDiym11 Setyicc. CC 00cJca No. 96-4, (released May I, 1991)rUpiymtl Service Ordcr"),

In the Matrcr ofAGM1!' Chup Rc;fgrm. CC Docker No. 96-262 (released May 16, 1997) C"Aceeu Refoop
Order'?
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I. GVNW RESPONSES TO AT&T DATA REQUESTS

In late November of 1997. AT&T contacted GVNWre~ its request for

3Upportin& documentation I'l:lated to the upcoming December 17, 1997 filing. Through

December 17, 1997, GVNW cooperated with AT&T by discussina on several occasions and

-_. coming to-agrec:mcnt OIrlhCl content"OfTCspoases'to·A:Y&r-sdata~UC$1. ouDcbalfofthc

OVNW Clients. GVNW's response included a special analysis of the revenue impact on

AT&T for each of the GVNW Clients' rate changes performed specifically to meet AT&T's

data needs.

GVNW's considerable efforts did not conclude with overnight delivery to AT&1 on

December 17 ofa package ofsuppon material consistent with OVNW's understandjng of

AT&T's request. GVNW followed up Dec:ember 19 to ensure that the package bad arrived

and met AT&T's expectations. On December 22, AT&T confirmed thaI the package had

arrived and fulfilled their needs. AT&T indicated their appreciation for the extra analym 011

AT&r s revenue impact. GVNW was surprised after this cooperative effort to be included in

AT&T Petition,

IL COMMISSION TARD'F SUPPORT REQUIREMENTS
UNDER 47 C.F.R. § 61.39.

GVNW believes its response to AT&T's data rcquem up to and through the

overnight delivery of data on December 17. 1997 comply with the obligations imposed on the

GVNW Clients under 47 e.F.R. § 61.39. The GVNW Issuing Carriers, Ha:ai3oDville

Telephone Company and Union Telephone Company are all rate-of-retum companies under

50,000 ae<:ess lines subject to the optional supporting information requirements of47 C.F.R.
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§ 61.39. With respect to such !LEe's. it is OVNW's understanding that the Commission

declined "to require specific data, charts, and fannats at this time other than those in the price

cap TRP described in Section n.'" GVNW believes the parapaph cited by AT&T. 1113 of

the TRP Order, is ofan introductory nature only and does not constitute an ordering clause.'

upon reasonable request by AT&T or any other interested party.

m. PRICE COUNTY TELEPHONE COMPANY

As an additional comment in its petition, AT&T mentioned that Price County

Telephone Company bad not filed any revision to their rates.' GVNW notes that Price

County Telephone Company is one of the OVNW Issuing Carriers and filed new rues along

with all the other Issuing Carriers with Transmittal No. 147. The data provided AT&T on

December 17, 1997 included data for Priee County Telephone Company.

At least: one inconsistency exists in AT&T's comments. While they cite Price County

Telephone Company as not filing any revision to their rat.es10
, they also cite them for

providing some, but not sufficient cost support l
! .

1 IarjffBtyjm PJan$, DA 97-23.51116 (rclc;ued NovCIDbcr 6, 1997) (""TIlP Ordc:r")
• ATAI p.ejtjgn • § n. pap 5.
9 AT&T Peririnn 81 § I, PIce 4.
10 AT&T PesjIjqn at § I, hac ...
II AT&T Ps;tjticm • § I. PlIF S.



CQNCI,USION

The filings made on bebalfthe GVNW Clicnt.s fully complied with the Commission's

requirements with respect to 47 C.F.R. § 61.39 companies. Moreover. the Commission

declined to impose a more onerous filing requirement on Rate ofReturn compmies in its

AT&T in its Petition, no grounds exist for a suspension of the GVNW Client tariff

transmittals. Moreover. GVNW has demonstrated its willingnC'S to comply with the

obliaation of the GVNW Clients under 47 C.F.R. § 61.39(b) to rapond promptly to the data

requests of AT&T. Even ifAT&T's interpretation of the IRP Order as indicated in the

AUT Petition were~ GVNW believes it has satisfied AT&Te.~cmswith

respect to data requests SO as to make unnecessuy any tariff suspension.

Based on the foregoing, GVNW respectfully requests the Commission to dismiu

AT&:T"s Petition with respect to GVNW INC.IMana&ement TaritfF.C.C. No.2 Issuing

Carriers (Transmittal #147), listed in Appendix A, and Harrisonville Telephone Company

(Harrisonville Telephone Company TariffF.C.C. No.2 Transmittal #16) and Union

Telephone Company (Union Telephone Company TariffF.C.C. No.2, Transmittal #(5).

~ySubmiu.:d

/7~
Trey JOO
GVNW 1Dc./Manaaement
2270 La MontaDa Way
Colorado Sprinp, CO 80936
(719) ~94-~800
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Appendix A
bsuinlCmim

Alhambra-Grantfork Tel. Co.
C-R Telephone Co.
Citizens Tel Co. (Higgimville. Mo.)
Egyptian Tel. Coop. Association
Flat Rock Tel. Co.
Gridley Tet Co.
Kerman Tel. Co.
LcafRivcr Tel. Co.
McNabb Tel. Co.
Moultrie IndepeudCllt Tel. Co.
Sierra Tel. Co.
Wabash Tel. Co.
West River Telecommunications Coop.
Woodhull Community Tel. Co.
Yelm Tel. Co.
Price County Tel. Co.
Table Top Tel. Co.• Inc.
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Ayrshire Farmers Mutual Tel.
Cass Telephone Co.
East Ascc:nsion Tel. Co.
El Paso Td. Co. (Illinois)
GraftQ~Jel.Co.
Home Tel. Co.
La Halpe Tel. Co.
Madison Tel. CO.
Montrose Mutual Tel. Co.
Oneida Tel. Exc:lwlae
Shawnee Tel. Co.
Wcbb-Dic:kcm Tel. Corp.
West River Communications
Yates City Tel. Co.
Beavcr Creek Coop. Tel. Co.
Stayton Coop. Tel. Co.
Lake Livingsron Tel Co.



CIRTI1IQATI or SIRVICI

I, Colleen von Hollen, do hereby certify that on this 29th day
of December, 1997, a copy of the foregoing "Response of GVNW
Inc./Management on behalf of several LECs to AT&T Corp.'s Petition
on Rate of Return LEC Tariff Filings" was hand-delivered to the
following parties:

Yd,& ~L-~lc c.~
Colleen von Hollen

A. Richard Metzger, Chief
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal communications commission
1919 M Street, NW, 5th Floor
washington, DC 20554

Judith A. Nitsche, Chief
Tariff Pricing & Analysis Branch
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications commission
1919 M Street, NW, Room 518
Washington, DC 20554

Mr. John Scott
Tariff Pricing & Analysis Branch
Common Carrier Bureau
Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street, NW, Room 518
Washington, DC 20554

James Schlichting, Chief
Competitive Pricing Division
Common carrier Bureau
Federal Communications commission
1919 M st., NW, Room 518
Washington, DC 20554

Ms. Yolanda Brooks *
AT&T Corp.
295 North Maple Avenue
Basking Ridge, NJ 07920
FAX: (908) 953-6788

International Transcription
Service, Inc.
1919 MStreet, NW, Room 246
Washington, DC 20554

* Via Facsimile and Regular Mail


